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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the non-final Office Action for the serial number 10/707,007, Container, filed on 
11/13/03. 

Drawings 



The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(b) because 
they are incomplete. 37 CFR 1.83(b) reads as follows: 

When the invention consists of an improvement on an old machine the drawing 
must when possible exhibit, in one or more views, the improved portion 
itself, disconnected from the old structure, and also in another view, so 
much only of the old structure as will suffice to show the connection of 
the invention therewith , 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Application/Control Number: 10/707,007 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3632 

Figures 9-lOB shows legs being foldable attached to the container (100) which is 
indefinite because specification explained that the legs are slidable inserted in the container as 
shown in figure lOA (even through the drawing is insufficient, one side of container shows slots 
for the legs to slide therein and the other side of container doesn't show slot for the other leg to 
slide therein), the drawings don't show any support for pivoting the legs such as pin or hinge. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such fijll, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. Claim 1, lines 3-4, "wherein 
leg or legs of the second component are moveable within sliding space of the first component is 
indefinite because the drawings (figure 9-1 OB) don't show the leg of second component being 
moveable within sliding space of the first component. The examiner does not understand how 
this is possible to have leg of second component when being cormected to second component and 
being movable within sliding space of the first component. 

Claims 2-12 are rejected as depending on rejected claim 1 . 
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The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

"Blank" and "legs" in claim 1 clearly show that they are different embodiments. Blank is 
found in figure 8 which was nonelected by applicant in election/restriction requirement sent out 
on 9/23/05 and applicant's response on 10/19/05. Figure 8 does not have support for "legs" as 
cited in claim 1 . Applicant can not have two different embodiments in one independent claim. 
In this office action, the examiner is examining claims 1-12 based on figures 10-12 and original 
filed claim 1 (11/13/03). 

Claim 2-12 are rejected as depending on rejected claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Patent # 
D448,625 S to Moffett, III et al. 
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Moffett, III et al. teaches a stand (figure 1) comprising a main body having first and 
second components. The components contain panel and at least one leg. The first and second 
components include two legs and flanges (handle on the cooler in figures 5-6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, III et al. 
in view of US Patent # 4,068,779 to Canfield. 

Moffett, III et al. teaches the main body but fails to teach the main body comprised of 
polymeric material. Canfield teaches the plastic main body. It would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified MofFett, III et 
al.'s main body with plastic as taught by Canfield to reduce weight of the cooler to provide 
convenience for transporting cooler to a different location. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, III et al. 
in view of US Patent # 5,93 1,019 to White et al. 

Moffett, III et al. teaches the first and second components but fails to teach the first and 
second components having finger holes. White et al. teaches finger holes (19). It would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have added 
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finger holes to Moffett, III et al.'s first and second components as taught by White et al. to 
provide grip on the components for lifting cooler off the ground. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, III et al. 

Moffett, III et al. teaches the stand having a surface but fails to teach the surface having 
friction. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have added friction to the surface to provide stabilization in the legs while 
supporting cooler in a vertical position. 

Claims 7 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, 
III et al. in view of US Patent # 6,47 1 ,059 to Purvis. 

Mofifett, III et al. teaches the main body but fails to teach the main body having indicia. 
Purvis teaches the indicia (figure lb). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have added indicia to Moffett, III et al.'s body as taught 
by Purvis to improve appearance of the cooler. 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, III 
et al. in view of US Patent # 3,191,810 to Johnston. 

Moffett, III et al. teaches the container but fails to teach the container enclosing a bladder. 
Johnston teaches the container enclosing a bladder (figure 2). It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used bladder in 
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Moffett, III et al.'s container as taught by Johnston to provide convenience for removing liquid 
in bladder from the container. 

In regards to claim 9, Moffett, III et al. in view of Johnston teaches the bladder but fails 
to teach the bladder contains wine. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have replaced the milk with wine in Moffett, III et al. in 
view of Johnston's bladder to provide designer's preference of liquid to drink. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moffett, III et al. 
in view of Johnston and in further view of US Patent # 3,880,485 to Schmelzer. 

Moffett, III et al. teaches the stand but fails to teach the stand contains beverage 
receptacles. Schmelzer teaches the beverage receptacles (figure 1). It would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have added beverage 
receptacles to Moffett, III et al.'s stand as taught by Schmelzer to provide convenience for 
supporting beverage on the cooler. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed IIIUQI have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

On page 1 of applicant's argument stating "One blank embodiment, shown in Fig. 8, is 
foldable to form each and every feature in the claims under consideration." The applicant is not 
constant with the election of group I from restriction requirement in the office action filed on 
9/23/05 and applicant's response on 10/19/05. The applicant canceled group II that contained 
figure 8, and then stated claim 1 has support for blank as shown in figure 8, which is indefinite. 
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The specification fails to show or explain that the blank from figure 8 comprising leg that is 
movable within sliding space of the first component. Claim 1 clearly has more than one 
embodiment in it, which is not permitted. The original claim 1 filed on 1 1/13/03 did not have the 
word "blank" in it and the original claim 1 had single embodiment. Since the applicant amended 
and inserted "blank" in claim 1 on 6/6/06, amended claim 1 has more than one embodiment, 
which causes 1 12 problem. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alfred Joseph Wujciak III whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6827. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (571) 272-6815. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alfred Joseph Wujciak III . 
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